
 
 

  

State of Minnesota  District Court 
County  Judicial District: FOURTH 
HENNEPIN  Court File Number:  
  Case Type: OTHER CIVIL 
 
State of Minnesota, by its Attorney 
General, 
Keith Ellison, 

 

Civil Summons 

 

Plaintiff   
   
vs   
   
ThinkTechAct Foundation d/b/a Mind 
Foundry Learning Foundation, and Mahad 
Ibrahim, Abdiaziz Shafii Farah, and 
Bianca Scott, individually, 

  

Defendants   
 

 
         
This Summons is directed to:  
 
THINKTECHACT FOUNDATION, D/B/A MIND FOUNDRY LEARNING FOUNDATION, 
AND MAHAD IBRAHIM, ABDIAZIZ SHAFII FARAH, AND BIANCA SCOTT, 
INDIVIDUALLY 
_______________________________________________________________________. 
 
1. You are being sued.  The Plaintiff has started a lawsuit against you.  The Complaint is 
attached to this Summons.  Do not throw these papers away.  They are official papers that start a 
lawsuit and affect your legal rights, even if nothing has been filed with the court and even if 
there is no court file number on this Summons.  

2. You must BOTH reply, in writing, AND get a copy of your reply to the 
person/business who is suing you within 21 days to protect your rights.  Your reply is called 
an Answer.  Getting your reply to the Plaintiff is called service.  You must serve a copy of your 
Answer or Answer and Counterclaim (Answer) within 21 days from the date you received the 
Summons and Complaint.  

ANSWER: You can find the Answer form and instructions on the MN Judicial Branch 
website at www.mncourts.gov/forms under the “Civil” category.  The instructions will explain in 
detail how to fill out the Answer form. 
 
3.  You must respond to each claim.  The Answer is your written response to the Plaintiff's 
Complaint.  In your Answer you must state whether you agree or disagree with each paragraph of 
the Complaint.  If you think the Plaintiff should not be given everything they asked for in the 
Complaint, you must say that in your Answer. 
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4. SERVICE: You may lose your case if you do not send a written response to the 
Plaintiff.  If you do not serve a written Answer within 21 days, you may lose this case by default.  
You will not get to tell your side of the story.  If you choose not to respond, the Plaintiff may be 
awarded everything they asked for in their Complaint.  If you agree with the claims stated in the 
Complaint, you don’t need to respond.  A default judgment can then be entered against you for 
what the Plaintiff asked for in the Complaint. 

To protect your rights, you must serve a copy of your Answer on the person who signed 
this Summons in person or by mail at this address: 

Rick Linsk, Assistant Attorney General, 445 Minnesota Street, Suite 1200, St. Paul, 
Minnesota 55101-2130. 

 
5. Carefully read the Instructions (CIV301) for the Answer for your next steps.  

6. Legal Assistance.  You may wish to get legal help from an attorney.  If you do not have 
an attorney and would like legal help: 

• Visit www.mncourts.gov/selfhelp and click on the “Legal Advice Clinics” tab to get 
more information about legal clinics in each Minnesota county.  

• Court Administration may have information about places where you can get legal 
assistance. 

NOTE: Even if you cannot get legal help, you must still serve a written Answer to protect 
your rights or you may lose the case. 

7. Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR).  The parties may agree to or be ordered to 
participate in an ADR process under Rule 114 of the Minnesota Rules of Practice.  You must still 
serve your written Answer, even if you expect to use ADR. 

 

Dated: January 10, 2023 Respectfully submitted, 
 

KEITH ELLISON 
Attorney General 
State of Minnesota 
 
JAMES CANADAY 
Deputy Attorney General 
 
/s/ Rick Linsk  
RICK LINSK  
Assistant Attorney General 
Atty. Reg. No. 0388827 
 
CAROL R. WASHINGTON 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Atty. Reg. No. 0390976 
 
445 Minnesota Street, Suite 1200 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2130 
(651) 757-1462 (Voice) 
rick.linsk@ag.state.mn.us 
 
ATTORNEYS FOR STATE OF MINNESOTA



 
 

  

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA  DISTRICT COURT 
 
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN  FOURTH  JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
 

Case Type: OTHER CIVIL 
  

State of Minnesota, by its Attorney General, 
Keith Ellison, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
ThinkTechAct Foundation d/b/a Mind Foundry 
Learning Foundation, and Mahad Ibrahim, 
Abdiaziz Shafii Farah, and Bianca Scott, 
individually,  
 

Defendants. 
 

Court File No. ____________ 
 
 
 
 

COMPLAINT  
  

 
 
 

The State of Minnesota, by its Attorney General, Keith Ellison, for its Complaint against 

ThinkTechAct Foundation, and Mahad Ibrahim, Abdiaziz Shafii Farah, and Bianca Scott 

individually, states and alleges as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 
 

1. The State of Minnesota, through its Attorney General, Keith Ellison (“State” or 

“AGO”), brings this action to enforce Minnesota’s nonprofit corporation, charitable solicitation, 

and charitable trust laws, to seek equitable relief, namely the dissolution of ThinkTechAct, and 

to obtain other remedies pursuant to the AGO’s role as the primary protector of charitable assets 

in Minnesota.   

2. This complaint arises out of conduct by ThinkTechAct Foundation, d/b/a Mind 

Foundry Learning Foundation (“ThinkTechAct”) and its officers and directors.  That conduct is 

the subject of a widespread ongoing federal criminal investigation.  ThinkTechAct is a 
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Minnesota nonprofit corporation ostensibly created to provide quality science, technology, 

engineering, and mathematics (“STEM”) educational programming and promote health and 

wellness initiatives to youth in underserved low-income communities.  

3. Federal criminal authorities have charged numerous individuals, including 

ThinkTechAct President Mahad Ibrahim (“Ibrahim”) and Director Abdiaziz Shafii Farah 

(“Farah”), as part of what the federal government described as “an egregious plot to steal public 

funds meant to care for children.”  As alleged by the federal government and as shown below, 

instead of providing STEM and other nonprofit programs, ThinkTechAct “operated as a shell 

designed to carry out the scheme to defraud” the federal child-nutrition program.  In this manner, 

ThinkTechAct and its officers and directors allowed Ibrahim and Farah to use ThinkTechAct to 

line their pockets with nonprofit assets. 

4. Though the factual basis of the federal criminal investigation and this lawsuit 

overlap, the AGO has separate civil authority to enforce Minnesota laws pertaining to nonprofits 

and charitable organizations based upon its independent investigation.  The AGO in this capacity 

does not have the authority to investigate or prosecute criminal laws arising from misuse of 

charitable assets or other violations, but the AGO need not prove criminal violations to obtain the 

relief requested in this civil complaint.  

5. As shown below, ThinkTechAct and its officers and directors have engaged in or 

failed to prevent flagrant misuse of its charitable funds by Ibrahim and Farah; failed to properly 

oversee and manage ThinkTechAct’s charitable assets; failed to operate ThinkTechAct in service 

of its charitable mission; failed to adhere to applicable Minnesota law while operating 

ThinkTechAct; and abandoned ThinkTechAct and its nonprofit purpose.  Ibrahim, Farah, and 

Scott engaged in or allowed the conversion of ThinkTechAct’s assets—more than $21 million—
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to benefit themselves personally, flouting Minnesota’s laws governing nonprofit corporations 

and charitable organizations and betraying the trust of the public. 

PARTIES 
 

6. Keith Ellison, Attorney General of the State of Minnesota, is authorized under 

Minn. Stat. § 8.31; the Minnesota Nonprofit Corporation Act (the “Nonprofit Act”), Minn. Stat. 

ch. 317A; the Minnesota Charitable Solicitation Act, Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50–.61; the Supervision 

of Charitable Trusts and Trustees Act, Minn. Stat. §§ 501B.33–.45, and common-law authority, 

including as parens patriae, to bring this action to enforce Minnesota’s laws, protect charitable 

assets held in the public interest, vindicate the state’s sovereign and quasi-sovereign interests, 

and remediate all harm arising out of—and seek full relief for—violations of Minnesota’s civil 

laws.   

7. Defendant ThinkTechAct Foundation is organized under the Nonprofit Act.  At 

all relevant times, ThinkTechAct was directed to serve the charitable purpose of providing 

quality STEM educational programming and promoting health and wellness initiatives to youth 

in underserved low-income communities, and to use its assets in accordance with that purpose.  

ThinkTechAct’s registered address with the Minnesota Secretary of State (“MNSOS”) is 200 

Southdale Drive, Edina, Minnesota 55435.  Ibrahim has also registered “Mind Foundry Learning 

Foundation” with the MNSOS as an assumed name.  ThinkTechAct is recognized by the Internal 
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Revenue Service (“IRS”) as a tax-exempt charitable organization under the Internal Revenue 

Code, 26 U.S.C. § 501(c)(3).1  

8. Defendant Mahad Ibrahim previously resided in Minnesota, committed the 

wrongful acts alleged herein in Minnesota, and now resides in Ohio.  Ibrahim incorporated 

ThinkTechAct, controlled ThinkTechAct’s bank accounts at all relevant times, is listed as 

ThinkTechAct’s president in its Amended Articles of Incorporation, and at all relevant times 

performed the principal functions of ThinkTechAct’s president.  

9. Defendant Abdiaziz Shafii Farah resides in Savage, Minnesota.  Farah is listed as 

a director in ThinkTechAct’s Amended Articles of Incorporation.  Farah is a co-owner of Empire 

Cuisine & Market LLC (“Empire Cuisine”), a company established in 2020 in Savage, 

Minnesota, and owner of Empire Enterprises LLC (“Empire Enterprises”), a company 

established in Savage in 2021 (collectively the “Empire Companies”).  Since at least June 3, 

2021, Farah has served as a director of ThinkTechAct. 

10. Defendant Bianca Scott’s last known address is in St. Paul, Minnesota.  She 

signed the Amended Articles that list her as ThinkTechAct’s executive director and was listed as 

executive director on ThinkTechAct’s website.  Since at least June 3, 2021, Scott has served as 

ThinkTechAct’s executive director.   

JURISDICTION 
 

11. This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction over this action under Minn. Stat. 

§§ 8.01, 8.31, 309.57, 317A.751, 317A.813, 501B.41, and common law. 

 
1 ThinkTechAct’s tax-exempt status was revoked on May 15, 2020 for failure to file returns for 
three consecutive years, but the IRS reinstated ThinkTechAct’s exempt status on July 15, 2021.  
Its exemption was reinstated under Revenue Procedure 2014-11, a rule adopted by the IRS in 
2014 that allows certain delinquent tax-exempt entities to regain exempt status without filing any 
outstanding past returns.  As such, even though ThinkTechAct has not filed any IRS returns 
since its 2016 Form 990-N (e-Postcard), it remains tax-exempt as of the date of this Complaint. 
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12. This Court has personal jurisdiction over ThinkTechAct because it is a Minnesota 

corporation, has transacted business in Minnesota, and has committed acts in Minnesota causing 

injury in Minnesota to the Minnesota public and in violation of Minnesota law.  

13. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Ibrahim because he has committed acts 

in Minnesota causing injury to the Minnesota public and in violation of Minnesota law. 

14. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Farah because he resides in Minnesota 

and has committed acts in Minnesota causing injury to the Minnesota public and in violation of 

Minnesota law. 

15. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Scott because she resides in Minnesota 

and has committed acts in Minnesota causing injury to the Minnesota public and in violation of 

Minnesota law. 

VENUE 
 

16. Venue is proper in Hennepin County under Minn. Stat. §§ 317A.751, subd. 9, and 

542.09 because ThinkTechAct’s registered office is in Hennepin County and the cause of action 

arose in Hennepin County.   

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
 
I. THINKTECHACT’S FORMATION, EARLY ACTIONS, AND INACTIVITY. 
 

17. On August 2, 2016, Ibrahim filed documents with the MNSOS forming 

ThinkTechAct as a nonprofit corporation under Minn. Stat. ch. 317A.  Ibrahim was the sole 

incorporator and registered agent for ThinkTechAct.   

18. ThinkTechAct was organized for the stated mission of delivering STEM 

educational services and support to low-income children.  ThinkTechAct’s website described its 

purpose as “to prepare people from cradle to career for 21st century work and learning,” and to 
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provide underserved youth “with unique hands-on learning experiences that foster curiosity, 

critical inquiry, and collaboration.”   

19. ThinkTechAct’s bank account indicates that its activities from 2018 through 2020 

were minimal.  From May 2019 to January 2021, ThinkTechAct had less than $200 in its bank 

account and no transaction activity.  For the 2016 tax year, ThinkTechAct filed a Form 990-N (e-

Postcard) with the IRS in lieu of a tax return, which applies to organizations with no more than 

$50,000 in gross receipts, further supporting its minimal activity.  

20. On December 25, 2016, Ibrahim filed documents with the MNSOS forming Mind 

Foundry Learning Inc. (“Mind Foundry”), a for-profit corporation under Minn. Stat. ch. 302A.  

Ibrahim was the sole incorporator and registered agent for Mind Foundry Learning Inc., initially 

based at the same address as ThinkTechAct—1942 Washburn Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 

55411.  Later documents renewing Mind Foundry’s registration with the MNSOS show Ibrahim 

as its registered agent and chief executive officer.   

21. On February 19, 2018, Ibrahim filed documents with the MNSOS setting forth 

Mind Foundry Learning Foundation as an assumed name for ThinkTechAct.   

22. Ibrahim repeatedly conflated and caused others to conflate and confuse the 

nonprofit Mind Foundry Learning Foundation (also known as ThinkTechAct) with his for-profit 

business Mind Foundry Learning Inc.  

23. For example, the nonprofit and the for-profit Mind Foundry entities have the same 

registered business address.  Ibrahim is both president of the nonprofit ThinkTechAct d/b/a/ 

Mind Foundry Learning Foundation and the chief executive officer of the for-profit Mind 

Foundry Learning Inc.  Bianca Scott is both executive director of the nonprofit ThinkTechAct 
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d/b/a/ Mind Foundry Learning Foundation and an authorized signer along with Ibrahim on the 

for-profit Mind Foundry Learning Inc.’s bank account.     

24. Further, ThinkTechAct’s website points to potential programmatic or financial 

overlap between the entities.  To illustrate, ThinkTechAct maintains a website about its 

“Learning Club,” which it calls “Mind Factory.”  The page then references “Mind Foundry 

Values” and contains a link to “learn more,” which directs the site visitor to the for-profit Mind 

Foundry’s home page.   

25. Additionally, many payments during the relevant time period were directed to 

ThinkTechAct Foundation or “Mind Foundry” (without distinguishing between the nonprofit and 

for-profit entities) and were deposited to ThinkTechAct’s bank accounts, while other payments, 

also to simply “Mind Foundry” or “Mind Foundry Learning” were deposited to the for-profit 

Mind Foundry Learning Inc.’s bank account.  Ibrahim also repeatedly moved nonprofit 

ThinkTechAct funds to the for-profit Mind Foundry Learning Inc.’s bank account.     

26. On September 24, 2018, Ibrahim opened a nonprofit checking account for 

ThinkTechAct at U.S. Bank.  Ibrahim was listed as the account holder and the agent authorized 

to act on behalf of ThinkTechAct.  Ibrahim certified that ThinkTechAct was “organized, validly 

existing, and in good standing under applicable laws.” 

27. On October 19, 2018, Ibrahim filed documents with the MNSOS forming MIB 

Holdings LLC (“MIB”), a for-profit limited liability company under Minn. Stat. ch. 322C.   

II. THINKTECHACT VIOLATES MINNESOTA NONPROFIT LAWS BY FAILING TO HAVE A 
FUNCTIONING BOARD OF DIRECTORS EXERCISING SUFFICIENT OVERSIGHT, LEADING 
TO THE FLAGRANT MISUSE OF NONPROFIT ASSETS.  

 
28. Minnesota law requires that nonprofit corporations be “managed by or under the 

direction of a board of directors.”  Minn. Stat. § 317A.201.  Nonprofit corporations must have no 
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fewer than three individuals on the board of directors.  Minn. Stat. § 317A.203.  They must also 

have at least two officers: a president and a treasurer.  Minn. Stat. § 317A.301.   

29. On June 3, 2021, nearly five years after its formation, ThinkTechAct filed 

amended articles of incorporation with the MNSOS (“Amended Articles”).  The Amended 

Articles named members of an initial board of directors.   

30. ThinkTechAct’s Amended Articles purported to name three initial directors: 

Abdiaziz Farah, Edward Fellows, and Khalid Adam.  All had an address listed at 

ThinkTechAct’s office address.  

31. ThinkTechAct’s Amended Articles were signed electronically by Bianca Scott, 

the corporation’s executive director.   

32. In signing the Amended Articles, Scott certified that the information in the 

document was “true and correct and in compliance with the applicable chapter of Minnesota 

Statutes.”  

33. Scott acknowledged that by signing the Amended Articles, she was “subject to the 

penalties of perjury as set forth in [Minn. Stat.] Section 609.48 as if I had signed this document 

under oath.”   

34. Edward Fellows, however, testified under oath to the AGO that he was never 

asked to serve as a director on ThinkTechAct’s board and never served as a director.   

35. Fellows testified that he did not learn that he had purportedly been named to 

ThinkTechAct’s board until the fall of 2022, when he discovered an unopened email he had 

received on December 17, 2021 about an upcoming board meeting.  Before that email, Fellows 

never received any documents notifying him of board business or indicating that he was a board 
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member.  The December 17 email indicated that a board meeting would take place four days 

later.  

36. Fellows testified that he had no knowledge of ThinkTechAct’s mission, 

governance policies, finances, board meetings, board composition, employees, or office.  “I have 

zero participation with that organization,” Fellows testified.   

37. Because Fellows’ sworn testimony is that he was never asked to serve and never 

agreed to serve as a director on ThinkTechAct’s board, the Amended Articles dated June 3, 2021 

naming him as a director are false and fraudulent.   

38. Based on Fellows’ sworn testimony that he was never asked and never agreed to 

serve as a director on ThinkTechAct’s board, ThinkTechAct did not abide by Minnesota law 

requiring nonprofit corporations to be managed by a board of three directors.    

39. Similarly, Khalid Adam testified under oath to the AGO that he never served as a 

director on ThinkTechAct’s board.   

40. Adam testified that Mahad Ibrahim asked him in or around 2018 if he was willing 

to be a ThinkTechAct board member.   

41. Adam testified that although he expressed willingness to serve as a ThinkTechAct 

board member, his involvement was never formalized, and he never served as a board member.   

42. Adam testified that he never received any documents notifying him of board 

business or indicating that he was a board member until April 2021, when he received an email 

from Mahad Ibrahim asking him and others to resign as board members.  

43. Adam testified that he was surprised by the email, because he had not considered 

himself to have ever been a ThinkTechAct board member.   
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44. “I did not believe I was on a board . . . I didn’t know what was going on,” Adam 

testified.   

45. Despite not considering himself to have ever been a ThinkTechAct board 

member, Adam replied to the email and confirmed that he was resigning, according to his sworn 

testimony.   

46. Adam testified that he later received an email asking him to attend the same 

December 2021 remote board meeting about which Fellows had been notified.  Adam attended, 

but the meeting was adjourned for lack of a quorum and no business was conducted.  

47. ThinkTechAct has not had and does not currently have a functioning board of 

directors, in violation of Minnesota law.  

48. Other evidence supports the absence of sufficient board oversight.  For example, 

despite charging fees for services, according to its website, and signing a contract in 2017 with a 

professional fundraising consultant, ThinkTechAct never registered with the AGO as a soliciting 

charitable organization or charitable trust.  See Minn. Stat. §§ 309.52, subd. 1; 501B.36.  Nor did 

it file annual reports or information filings with the AGO, an obligation of organizations required 

to register.  Minn. Stat. §§ 309.53; 501B.38.  Nor did ThinkTechAct file all required tax returns 

with the IRS.  ThinkTechAct also failed to respond to a civil investigative demand (“CID”) that 

the AGO served on the organization in mid-May 2022.   

49. As described below, however, the most salient evidence of the board’s failure to 

exercise its duty of care and adequately supervise the organization was the complete subversion 

of the nonprofit’s mission into a self-dealing enterprise for its officers and directors to line their 

own pockets with the nonprofit’s federal child-nutrition grant funds.  

III. THINKTECHACT AND ITS OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS VIOLATE MINNESOTA 
NONPROFIT AND CHARITABLE TRUST LAWS BY ALLOWING OR ENGAGING IN THE 
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FLAGRANT MISUSE OF CHARITABLE ASSETS, SUBVERTING THINKTECHACT’S 
CHARITABLE PURPOSE INTO A FLAGRANT SELF-DEALING ENTERPRISE.  

 
A. Ibrahim and Farah Allegedly Use ThinkTechAct as a Conduit in the Federal 

Food-Fraud Scheme. 
 

50. On September 20, 2022, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the District of Minnesota 

and the U.S. Department of Justice announced a grand-jury indictment that named Ibrahim and 

Farah, among dozens of others, in a wide-ranging conspiracy to defraud the federal 

government’s child-nutrition program of more than $250 million (“Ibrahim-Farah Indictment”).  

See Superseding Indictment, U.S.A. v. Farah, Case No. 0:22-cr-124 (Docket No. 57).   

51. The Ibrahim-Farah Indictment describes how the two men, among others, seized 

on changes made by the United States Department of Agriculture (“USDA”) to the federal  Child 

and Adult Care Food Program (“CACFP”) program starting in early 2020 because of the Covid-

19 pandemic.   

52. Entities that distribute food under CACFP are referred to as “sites.”  These sites 

are “sponsored” by organizations like Feeding Our Future, a Minnesota nonprofit corporation at 

the center of federal allegations concerning food program aid fraud.  Sponsor organizations keep 

10 to 15 percent of funds reimbursed to sites as an administrative fee in exchange for submitting 

claims, sponsoring the sites, and disbursing funds. 

53. Due to the pandemic, some requirements for sites to participate in the federal 

child-nutrition programs were waived.  USDA and the Minnesota Department of Education 

(“MDE”), which oversaw the programs, allowed food to be distributed outside educational 

programs, and temporarily suspended the requirement of site visits by MDE.  Meanwhile, MDE 

eventually decided for-profit entities such as restaurants could not operate meal-distribution sites, 

only act as food vendors.   
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54. After oversight eased and for-profit restaurants were precluded from operating 

meal sites, Farah and Ibrahim opted to use the then-dormant nonprofit ThinkTechAct as a 

vehicle to perpetrate their alleged criminal fraud.  They did so by amending ThinkTechAct’s 

articles of incorporation, ostensibly appointing a board, and giving ThinkTechAct the appearance 

of legitimacy required to receive federal child-nutrition funds.  

55. The Ibrahim-Farah Indictment charged Ibrahim with six counts of wire fraud, 

conspiracy to commit wire fraud, money laundering, and conspiracy to commit money 

laundering.  It described Ibrahim using ThinkTechAct to receive approximately $21.8 million in 

federal funds from two sponsoring organizations, transferring much of that money to Farah’s 

Empire Companies, and then receiving hundreds of thousands of dollars in payments to his MIB 

Holdings LLC entity from Empire Cuisine and other purported meal vendors and/or providers.  

56. Ibrahim allegedly enrolled ThinkTechAct in the program, opened more than two 

dozen meal sites under ThinkTechAct’s name or as Mind Foundry, and “fraudulently claimed to 

be serving meals to more than 25,000 children a day,” according to the Ibrahim-Farah 

Indictment.   

57. For example, in claiming to be feeding children at a site in Bloomington, Ibrahim 

sent one of ThinkTechAct’s sponsoring organizations a “fake attendance roster purporting to list 

the names of approximately 3,600 children” who received meals there, the Ibrahim-Farah 

Indictment states.  Only about 103 of those names matched those of students attending the 

Bloomington Public School District, according to the indictment.   

58. Such inflated meal counts enabled ThinkTechAct to reap millions in child-

nutrition program funds from its two sponsoring organizations, according to the Ibrahim-Farah 

Indictment.   
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59. For his part, Farah was criminally charged with 24 counts of wire fraud, 

conspiracy to commit wire fraud, money laundering, conspiracy to commit money laundering, 

bribery, and passport fraud.  The Ibrahim-Farah Indictment described Farah engaging in multiple 

schemes to obtain child-nutrition funds from and through ThinkTechAct.   

60. Farah and a partner incorporated Empire Cuisine with the MNSOS on April 1, 

2020, and it began participating in the child-nutrition program as both a meal site and a meal 

vendor, according to the Ibrahim-Farah Indictment.  One year later, Farah filed documents with 

the MNSOS to create an additional business, Empire Enterprises, which the Ibrahim-Farah 

Indictment calls a “shell company” used to “receive and launder” food-aid funds.   

61. Farah allegedly used the Empire Companies to “siphon off and launder” child-

nutrition aid from ThinkTechAct and others, using fake meal-count forms, rosters, and invoices 

that fraudulently inflated the number of children fed, according to the Ibrahim-Farah Indictment.  

62. The Ibrahim-Farah Indictment also alleges that Farah conspired to pay and paid 

bribes and kickbacks to a Feeding Our Future employee, and that he then worked with co-

conspirators to create fake consulting contracts to cover up the kickback payments.   

63. To reiterate, the AGO alleges its own independent grounds for civil charities law 

violations to support this Complaint.  The AGO does not have jurisdiction to prosecute federal 

criminal fraud charges.  However, the federal government’s allegations are important insofar as 

they support the AGO’s own findings that Ibrahim, Farah, and other ThinkTechAct directors and 

officers breached their fiduciary duties to ThinkTechAct, violating Minnesota charities laws.  

B. ThinkTechAct’s Officers and Directors Engage in Self-Dealing Transactions, 
in Violation of the Nonprofit Act and Their Fiduciary Duties to 
ThinkTechAct.  

64. Minnesota law places restrictions on nonprofit corporations from entering into 

transactions that personally benefit the corporations’ directors and officers, and the law provides 
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a mechanism for authorizing those transactions only when the nonprofit meets certain disclosure, 

recusal, and other requirements.  See Minn. Stat. § 317A.255, subds. 1, 1(b).  The evidence 

supports that ThinkTechAct never followed the section 317A.255 procedure to authorize any of 

its conflicted transactions.   

65. Irrespective of these procedures, the Nonprofit Act also prohibits an officer or

director from violating the fiduciary duty of loyalty—or putting personal interests above the 

interests of the nonprofit’s mission.  The duty of loyalty requires nonprofit directors and officers 

to discharge their duties in good faith and in a manner the director or officer “reasonably believes 

to be in the best interests of the corporation.”  Minn. Stat. §§ 317A.251, subd. 1 (directors); 

317A.361, subd. 1 (officers).  Good faith means “means honesty in fact in the conduct of an act 

or transaction.”  Minn. Stat. § 317A.011, subd. 10.  Duty of loyalty violations “encompass fraud, 

self-dealing, and improper diversion of corporate assets.”  Restatement of the Law, Charitable 

Nonprofit Orgs. § 2.02 (2021). 

66. Despite these prohibitions, Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott engaged in conflicted, self-

dealing transactions where they obtained personal benefits from ThinkTechAct that were not 

reasonably in the best interests of ThinkTechAct. 

67. The improper transactions can be grouped primarily into the categories described

further below:  First, Ibrahim moved funds from ThinkTechAct’s bank account to his for-profit 

Mind Foundry Learning Inc., directly and personally benefitting Ibrahim because of his 

ownership interest.  Second, Ibrahim directly withdrew or misused more than $1 million from 

ThinkTechAct’s bank account.  Third, ThinkTechAct transferred millions of dollars to Farah’s 

Empire Companies, from which Farah directly benefited due to his Empire ownership.  Fourth, 

ThinkTechAct transferred assets to Farah’s Empire Cuisine, which made sizable payments to 
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Ibrahim’s MIB, which the Ibrahim-Farah Indictment calls a shell company created “to receive 

and launder fraud proceeds.”  Fifth, ThinkTechAct transferred money to MIB, which paid a 

consulting fee to Bianca Scott, ThinkTechAct’s executive director.  In all these transactions, in 

each category, Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott put their personal interests ahead of their duty of loyalty 

to ThinkTechAct.  These primary categories likely do not encompass the entirety of the misuse 

of nonprofit funds perpetuated by ThinkTechAct’s officers and directors.   

1. ThinkTechAct Improperly Transferred Nonprofit Funds to the For-
Profit Mind Foundry Learning Inc., Ibrahim’s Company. 

68. The first category of conflicted, self-dealing transactions concerns transactions in 

which Ibrahim transferred money from ThinkTechAct’s bank account to Ibrahim’s for-profit 

company, Mind Foundry Learning Inc.  As an owner of Mind Foundry Learning Inc., Ibrahim 

directly and personally benefited from the transfers.  

69. Such transfers were not in the best interests of ThinkTechAct.  The transfers 

personally enriched Ibrahim.  Ibrahim controlled ThinkTechAct’s finances and alone initiated the 

transfers.  No board reviewed (let alone approved) the transfers.  The dates, amounts, and 

purposes of the transfers varied, as reflected in the transfer memo lines..  

70. For example, on February 23, 2021, Ibrahim wrote a check from ThinkTechAct’s 

bank account at U.S. Bank for $35,000, payable to Mind Foundry Learning Inc.:  
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71. Over the next roughly five months, Ibrahim wrote at least three more checks to 

Mind Foundry Learning Inc.  The checks to his company totaled $117,131.85.  

72. Ibrahim in these transactions misused ThinkTechAct’s nonprofits assets for his 

personal benefit, a breach of his fiduciary duty of loyalty as an officer of ThinkTechAct.   

2. Ibrahim Improperly Transferred ThinkTechAct Funds to Himself. 

73. The second category of conflicted, self-dealing transactions concerns transactions 

in which Ibrahim directly withdrew funds from ThinkTechAct’s bank accounts to pay his 

personal credit cards or other personal purposes.  Ibrahim directly and personally benefited from 

the transfers.  Such transfers were not in the best interests of ThinkTechAct, but rather to 

personally enrich Ibrahim. 

74. On July 27, 2021, Ibrahim withdrew nearly $1.2 million from ThinkTechAct’s 

bank account: 

 

75. On December 28, 2021, Ibrahim withdrew $5,885.82 from ThinkTechAct’s bank 

account to pay an American Express account:  
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76. These transactions reflect Ibrahim’s misuse of ThinkTechAct’s nonprofits assets 

for his personal benefit and amount to flagrant breaches of his fiduciary duty of loyalty.   

77. With respect to the nearly $1.2 million withdrawal, ThinkTechAct also failed to 

abide by the provision of Minnesota law requiring nonprofit corporations to notify the AGO “of 

their intent to . . . convert [or] transfer all or substantially all of their assets.”  Minn. Stat. 

§ 317A.811, subd. 1.  At the time, the withdrawal constituted 91% of the funds in 

ThinkTechAct’s U.S. Bank account.   

3. Ibrahim Improperly Transferred ThinkTechAct Funds to Empire, 
Farah’s Company. 

78. The third category of conflicted, self-dealing transactions took place between 

Ibrahim and Farah.  Starting in 2021, Ibrahim wrote checks and initiated transfers of more than 

$14.8 million in ThinkTechAct funds to Farah’s Empire Companies.  As an owner of the Empire 

Companies, Farah directly and personally benefited from the transactions.  Such transfers were 

not in the best interests of ThinkTechAct.  Rather, they personally enriched Farah. 

79. For example, on February 21, 2021, Ibrahim wrote a check for $40,000 to Empire 

Cuisine and Market:  

 

80. In August 2021, $414,000 was wired from ThinkTechAct’s bank account to 

Empire Enterprises: 
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81. Only one month later, more than $600,000 was wired in two transactions from 

ThinkTechAct’s bank to Empire Cuisine: 

 
 

 

82.  Farah, in these transactions, misused ThinkTechAct’s nonprofits assets for his 

personal benefit and breached his fiduciary duty of loyalty as a director of ThinkTechAct.   

4. Ibrahim Improperly Accepted Payments to MIB from Empire—
Money That Had Originated as ThinkTechAct Funds. 

83. The fourth category of conflicted, self-dealing transactions took place when 

Farah’s Empire Cuisine paid Ibrahim’s MIB at least $849,000 from April to July 2021.  Ibrahim 

directly and personally benefited from the transfers.  Such transfers were not in the best interests 

of ThinkTechAct.  Rather, they personally enriched Ibrahim. 

84. One example is a check for $127,829 in April 2021, which stated that it was for 

“program design / consulting”:  

 
 

85. Other checks from Empire Cuisine to MIB stated that the payments were for 

“program consulting,” “program operations,” “program mgt/consulting,” or just “consulting.”  
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86. The Ibrahim-Farah Indictment alleges Ibrahim used MIB “to receive and launder 

more than $2 million” in child-nutrition funds.   

87. Ibrahim in these transactions misused ThinkTechAct’s nonprofits assets for his 

personal benefit and breached his fiduciary duty of loyalty to ThinkTechAct.   

5. Ibrahim Improperly Made Payments from MIB to Scott—Money 
That Had Originated as ThinkTechAct Funds. 

88. The fifth and last category of conflicted, self-dealing transactions occurred 

between ThinkTechAct (through Ibrahim’s for-profit MIB) and Bianca Scott.  At the time of the 

transaction, Scott was ThinkTechAct’s executive director.  Scott directly and personally 

benefited from the transfer.  The transfer was not in the best interests of ThinkTechAct.  Rather, 

it personally enriched Scott. 

89. In late 2021, even as Scott was serving as ThinkTechAct’s executive director, 

Ibrahim paid her $9,125 to be a “payment consultant” to MIB:  

 

90. Scott, in this transaction, misused ThinkTechAct’s nonprofits assets for her 

personal benefit and breached her fiduciary duty of loyalty to ThinkTechAct.   

IV. THINKTECHACT CEASES OPERATIONS AND VIOLATES MINNESOTA LAW BY ELUDING 
THE AGO’S INVESTIGATION.  

 
91. In January 2022, the FBI executed a search warrant at ThinkTechAct’s office, as 

part of a sweeping investigation into alleged abuse of the federal child-nutrition program.  
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Agents also searched Farah’s home in Savage, which the FBI said was purchased with the ill-

gotten CACFP funds. 

92. Within weeks of the FBI raid, ThinkTechAct closed and vacated its registered 

office, its bank account at U.S. Bank was closed, and its website became inactive.     

93. On May 18, 2022, the AGO attempted to serve a CID on ThinkTechAct at its 

Edina office but learned it had been closed.  Subsequently, the AGO served the demand on 

ThinkTechAct through the MNSOS as provided in Minn. Stat. §§ 317A.901 and 5.25.  Neither 

ThinkTechAct nor any of its directors or officers responded to the demand. 

94. As part of its investigation, the AGO deposed putative board members Edward 

Fellows and Khalid Adam.  Ibrahim refused to participate in the AGO’s deposition, citing his 

Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination. 

V. THINKTECHACT VIOLATES MINNESOTA CHARITABLE SOLICITATION AND TRUST 
REGISTRATION LAWS.   

95. The Minnesota Charitable Solicitation Act, Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50–.61, requires 

most charitable organizations to register with the AGO if they solicit contributions in excess of 

$25,000.  Minn. Stat. § 309.52.  After an organization registers, it is required to annually file a 

public report with the AGO containing financial statements or a copy of all tax returns filed by 

the organization for the period covered by the annual report.  Minn. Stat. § 309.53.  

96. The Minnesota Charitable Trust Act requires most organizations with a charitable 

purpose with gross assets of $25,000 or more to register as a charitable trust and to annually file 

public Information Filings with the AGO unless the organization is already registered with the 

AGO under chapter 309. 
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97. Mandatory registration and annual disclosures by charitable organizations create 

transparency and accountability, which instills public trust in Minnesota charities and encourages 

charitable giving.  Registration and disclosure also alert the AGO to financial irregularities. 

98. ThinkTechAct never registered with or filed annual reports under either chapters 

309 or 501B. 

99. The vast majority of ThinkTechAct’s assets most years consisted of government 

grants, which are not considered “contributions” for the purpose of determining whether 

charitable solicitation registration requirements apply.  Minn. Stat. § 309.50. 

100. However, in 2017, Ibrahim signed a contract with Qalam Consulting, a 

professional fundraiser as defined by Minn. Stat. § 309.50, subd. 6.  The contract called for 

Qalam to help “Mind Foundry” with its “fund development needs” including “grant 

prospecting.”  The Qalam contract triggered ThinkTechAct’s registration and reporting 

requirements obligations under chapter 309. 

101. Further, in 2021, ThinkTechAct received payments from the Wege Foundation 

($100,000) and Success Academy ($55,000).  Additionally, ThinkTechAct’s website collected 

fees for goods and services, such as courses and camps, which are considered contributions for 

determining whether an organization is required to register as a soliciting charitable organization.  

See Minn. Stat. § 309.50, subd. 10(4).   

102. Regardless, in 2018, 2021, and 2022, ThinkTechAct had gross assets of $25,000 

or more as defined by Minn. Stat. § 501B.36.  Thus, ThinkTechAct was required to register with 

the AGO under chapter 501B even if it was not required to do so under chapter 309. 

COUNT I 
Violations of Nonprofit Act Warranting Dissolution and Other Relief  

Minn. Stat. § 317A.751 
(ThinkTechAct Foundation) 
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103. The AGO re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint. 

104. Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 1, provides that “[a] court may grant equitable 

relief it considers just and reasonable in the circumstances or may dissolve a corporation and 

liquidate its assets and business as provided in this section.” 

105. Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5, provides that “[a] court may grant equitable 

relief in an action by the attorney general when it is established that: 

… 

(4) the corporation has flagrantly violated a provision of this chapter, has violated 
a provision of this chapter more than once, or has violated more than one 
provision of this chapter; 

(5) the corporation has engaged in an unauthorized act, contract, conveyance, or 
transfer or has exceeded its powers; 

(6) the corporation has acted, or failed to act, in a manner that constitutes 
surrender or abandonment of the corporate purpose, franchise, privileges, or 
enterprise; …  

(11) the corporation has answered falsely or failed to answer a reasonable written 
interrogatory from the secretary of state, the attorney general, the commissioner 
of human services, commissioner of commerce, or commissioner of revenue, to 
the corporation, its officers, or directors; [or]  

(13) the corporation has fraudulently used or solicited property.” 

106. These elements of Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5 are all met here.   

107. First, regarding Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5(4), ThinkTechAct flagrantly 

violated a provision of chapter 317A, has violated a provision of chapter 317A more than once, 

or has violated more than one provision of this chapter.   

a. ThinkTechAct flagrantly violated the Nonprofit Act by allowing the blatant, 

massive self-dealing transactions by its President Mahad Ibrahim and its Director 
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Abdiaziz Shafii Farah in breach of the duty of loyalty and without following the 

conflict-of-interest procedures of Minn. Stat. § 317A.255.   

b. ThinkTechAct committed multiple violations of the same provision by failing to 

prevent the numerous self-dealing transactions described above—e.g., Ibrahim to 

himself via withdrawals from ThinkTechAct’s bank account, through his for-

profit Mind Foundry, and through the Empire Companies and MIB. 

c. ThinkTechAct committed violations of multiple provisions of chapter 317A, 

including by failing to be overseen and directed by a board of directors (Minn. 

Stat. § 317A.201); failing to have three directors (Minn. Stat. § 317A.203), while 

fraudulently claiming that it did; and failing to notify the AGO of a transfer of 

substantially all of its assets (Minn. Stat. § 317A.811), including when Ibrahim 

withdrew nearly $1.2 million in July 2021.  

108. ThinkTechAct engaged in conduct meriting dissolution and other equitable relief 

under § 317A.751, subd. 5(5) by engaging in an unauthorized act, contract, conveyance, or 

transfer and by exceeding its powers, for instance by operating without a three-person board of 

directors as required by Minnesota law; and by allowing its President Mahad Ibrahim, its 

Director Abdiaziz Shafii Farah, and its Executive Director Bianca Scott to breach their fiduciary 

duties and engage in numerous conflicted transactions involving ThinkTechAct funds without a 

functioning board of directors and without following the conflict-of-interest procedures of Minn. 

Stat. § 317A.255.   

109. ThinkTechAct engaged in conduct meriting dissolution and other equitable relief 

under Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5(6) by acting, or failing to act, in a manner that constitutes 

surrender or abandonment of the corporate purpose, franchise, privileges, or enterprise.  First, 
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ThinkTechAct leaders used the organization as a “shell” to reap millions for their personal 

benefit, namely the self-dealing transactions described above.  Second, shortly after FBI agents 

executed a search warrant at ThinkTechAct’s registered office, the office was vacated.  Third, 

ThinkTechAct’s website is no longer operating.  Fourth, ThinkTechAct’s bank account was 

closed January 24, 2022, shortly after the FBI raid of its office became public.  ThinkTechAct, in 

short, has wholly failed to protect, maintain, and primarily use its charitable assets in service of 

its charitable mission, and has abandoned its corporate purpose as stated in its Amended Articles, 

on its website, and elsewhere.   

110. ThinkTechAct engaged in conduct meriting dissolution and other equitable relief 

under Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5(11) by failing to answer a reasonable written 

interrogatory from the AGO.  On May 18, 2022, after attempting to serve a CID on 

ThinkTechAct at its registered office, and learning the office had been vacated or closed, the 

AGO served the CID on ThinkTechAct through the MNSOS in accordance with the process 

outlined in Minn. Stat. §§ 5.25 and 317A.901.  This CID contained multiple reasonable written 

interrogatories.  Neither ThinkTechAct nor any of its directors or officers responded to the 

demand.  

111. Finally, ThinkTechAct engaged in conduct meriting dissolution and other 

equitable relief under Minn. Stat. § 317A.751, subd. 5(13) because it “fraudulently used . . . 

property.”  Ibrahim and Farah used ThinkTechAct property fraudulently when, according to the 

Ibrahim-Farah Indictment, Ibrahim transferred more than $14.8 million in ThinkTechAct assets 

to companies owned or co-owned by Farah; when Ibrahim accepted nearly $850,000 in so-called 

consulting payments from Farah’s companies; when Ibrahim transferred more than $189,000 in 
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ThinkTechAct assets to Mind Foundry Learning Inc., a for-profit corporation he created and 

controlled; and when Ibrahim withdrew at least $1,187,000 from ThinkTechAct’s bank account.   

112. ThinkTechAct’s conduct and actions, and failure to act when it was required to do 

so, constitute multiple, separate grounds for dissolution under the Nonprofit Act.  In addition to 

dissolution and other equitable remedies, ThinkTechAct’s violations outlined above further 

constitute grounds for additional remedies provided by law. 

COUNT II 
Failure to Register and Report as a Soliciting Charitable Organization 

Minn. Stat. §§ 309.52, subd. 1; 309.53, subd. 1 
(ThinkTechAct Foundation) 

 
113. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint. 

114. Minn. Stat. § 309.50, subd. 4, provides: 

“Charitable organization” means any person who engages in or purports to 
engage in solicitation for a charitable purpose and includes a chapter, 
branch, area office or similar affiliate or any person soliciting 
contributions within the state for a parent charitable organization, but does 
not include an organization whose primary purpose is supporting or 
opposing any candidate for elective office, or influencing the nomination 
for election or the election of any candidate for elective office. 
 

115. Minn. Stat. § 309.52, subd. 1, provides that “[n]o charitable organization . . . shall 

solicit contributions from persons in this state by any means whatsoever unless, prior to any 

solicitation, there shall be on file with the attorney general upon forms provided by the attorney 

general, a registration statement[.]” 

116. ThinkTechAct solicited contributions from persons in Minnesota within the 

meaning of Minn. Stat. § 309.50, subd. 10, in the form of grants it sought and received and in 

fees it sought and received for services provided.   

117. Minn. Stat. § 309.53, subd. 1, provides: 
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Every charitable organization that is required to file or that files a 
registration statement pursuant to section 309.52 shall file an annual report 
with the attorney general upon forms provided by the attorney general, or 
on forms identical thereto, on or before July 15 of each year if its books 
are kept on a calendar-year basis, or on or before the 15th day of the 
seventh month following the close of its fiscal year if its books are kept on 
a fiscal-year basis. For cause shown, the attorney general may extend the 
time for filing the annual report for a period not to exceed four months. 
 

118. Entities exempt from registration include those “which did not receive total 

contributions in excess of $25,000”; “which do not plan to receive total contributions in excess 

of such amount from the public within or without this state during any accounting year”; “whose 

functions and activities, including fund-raising, are performed wholly by persons who are unpaid 

for their services”; and where “none of whose assets or income inure to the benefit of or are paid 

to any officer.”  Minn. Stat. § 309.515, subd. 1(a). 

119. Minn. Stat. § 309.515, subd. 2 states: 

 Where any such group or association or person soliciting for the benefit of such 
group or association described in subdivision 1, clauses (a) and (d), employs a 
professional fundraiser to solicit or assist in the solicitation of contributions, 
sections 309.52 and 309.53 shall apply and such group or association or person 
shall file a registration statement as provided in section 309.52 and an annual 
report as provided in section 309.53. 

120. Thus, the exemptions to registration described above do not apply where an entity 

employs a professional fundraiser. 

121. In at least 2017, ThinkTechAct entered into a contract with a professional 

fundraiser, Qalam Consulting.  As such, it was required to register as a soliciting charitable 

organization for at least the year 2017.  As to other years, ThinkTechAct charged fees for 

services it provided and received non-government grants.  

122. Notwithstanding the requirement that ThinkTechAct register as a charitable 

organization and thereafter file annual reports with the AGO before soliciting in Minnesota, 
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ThinkTechAct failed to register with the AGO and failed to file any annual reports for any years 

since its inception.  

123. ThinkTechAct’s conduct, practices, and actions—and failure to act when it was 

required to do so—described above constitute multiple, separate violations of Minn. Stat. 

§§ 309.52 and 309.53. 

124. Minn. Stat § 309.57, subd. 1 allows the AGO to apply to a court of competent 

jurisdiction for an order to enjoin and redress violations of Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50 to 309.61, by 

awarding, among other things, restitution, attorney fees, costs of investigation, and civil 

penalties.  Such order is appropriate for the violations of Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50 to 309.61 stated 

here.   

COUNT III 
Alternative Count to Count II 

Breach of Trust 
(ThinkTechAct Foundation) 

 
125. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint. 

126. Minn. Stat. § 501B.36 requires an organization with a charitable purpose to 

register with the AGO if it has gross assets of $25,000 or more at any time during the year, 

unless it is already registered with the AGO as a soliciting charitable organization under Minn. 

Stat. ch. 309 or other exemptions apply.   

127. Minn. Stat. § 501B.38 requires all entities required to register as a charitable trust 

to file annual information filings with the AGO. 

128. Failure to register as a charitable trust or file annual information filings with the 

AGO when required to do so by Minn. Stat. §§ 501B.36 and 501B.38 constitutes a breach of 

trust under Minn. Stat. § 501B.41, subd. 6. 
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129. In 2018, 2021, and 2022, ThinkTechAct held gross assets of at least $25,000 and

did not register with the AGO as a charitable trust.  ThinkTechAct did not register with the AGO 

as a soliciting charitable organization under Minn. Stat. ch. 309 and did not otherwise qualify for 

any of the exemptions to registration under Minn. Stat. § 501B.36. 

130. If ThinkTechAct is found for whatever reason to have been exempt from the

filing requirements of Minn. Stat. ch. 309, the State pleads in the alternative that ThinkTechAct 

has breached trust by failing to register and file annual information filings required by charitable 

trusts as required by Minn. Stat. §§ 501B.36 to 501B.38. 

131. Minn. Stat § 501B.41, subd. 7 allows the AGO to sue and obtain injunctive relief

and other appropriate remedies for a breach or threatened breach of trust, including but not 

limited to damages and other remedies.   

COUNT IV 
Failure to Provide Books and Records to the AGO for Inspection 

Minn. Stat. § 309.54 
(ThinkTechAct Foundation) 

132. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint.

133. Minn. Stat. § 309.54, subd. 2 requires a charitable organization required to

register under Minn. Stat. ch. 309 to “maintain, for not less than three years from the date of 

preparation, accurate and detailed books and records to provide the information required by 

Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50 to 309.61.  All such books and records shall be open to inspection at all 

reasonable times by the attorney general.”   

134. As demonstrated above, ThinkTechAct was required to register with the AGO as 

a soliciting charitable organization for at least the year 2017. 
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135. ThinkTechAct did not respond to the AGO’s CID, which requested, among other 

things, the books and records ThinkTechAct was required to keep and maintain under Minn. 

Stat. § 309.54, subd. 2.   

136. As such, has ThinkTechAct failed to provide such books and records to the AGO 

for inspection and has violated Minn. Stat. § 309.54, subd. 2. 

137. Minn. Stat. § 309.57, subd. 1 allows the AGO to apply to a court of competent 

jurisdiction for an order to enjoin and redress violations of Minn. Stat. §§ 309.50 to 309.61, by 

awarding, among other things, restitution, attorney fees, costs of investigation, and civil 

penalties.  Such order is appropriate for the violations of Minn. Stat. § 309.54, subd. 2 stated 

here.   

COUNT V 
Breach of Director Fiduciary Duties 

Minn. Stat. § 317A.251 
(Farah) 

 
138. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint.   

139. Minn. Stat. § 317A.011, subd. 7, provides that a “director” means “a member of 

the board.” 

140. Minn. Stat. § 317A.251, subd. 1, provides, in part that a director shall discharge 

his or her duties “in good faith, in a manner the director reasonably believes to be in the best 

interests of the corporation, and with the care an ordinarily prudent person in a like position 

would exercise under similar circumstances.”  See also Shepherd of the Valley Lutheran Church 

v. Hope Lutheran Church, 626 N.W.2d 436, 442 (Minn. Ct. App. 2001). 

141. Good faith “means honesty in fact in the conduct of an act or transaction.”  Minn. 

Stat. § 317A.011, subd. 10. 
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142. The best-interest standard has been interpreted to mean that directors of a 

nonprofit corporation owe various fiduciary duties to that corporation, including a duty of care, a 

duty of loyalty, and a duty of obedience.  Good faith—acting honestly—is a component of the 

duty of care and duty of loyalty.   

143. At all relevant times, Farah was a member of the board of directors of 

ThinkTechAct and owed fiduciary duties to ThinkTechAct.  

144. Farah breached the duty of care he owed as a ThinkTechAct director by, among 

other things, failing to actively participate in the operation of the nonprofit; failing to ensure it 

properly maintained books and records, including board minutes; failing to protect 

ThinkTechAct’s assets; and failing to investigate and prevent the rampant misuse of nonprofit 

assets by Ibrahim.  

145. Farah breached the duty of loyalty he owed to ThinkTechAct by, among other 

things, engaging in conflicted transactions that involved ThinkTechAct’s assets without approval 

by the board of directors; failing to ensure the board had written policies to prevent conflicted 

transactions; and misusing ThinkTechAct’s charitable assets for his personal gain and benefit.   

146. Farah failed to act in good faith because he failed to act with honesty in fact when 

he caused the Empire Companies to make payments to Ibrahim’s MIB, claiming they were for 

consulting services, when in fact they were in exchange for Ibrahim directing millions of dollars 

in federal child-nutrition funds to Farah’s Empire Companies.   

147. Farah breached the duty of obedience he owed to ThinkTechAct by failing to 

ensure that the organization protected its status with the IRS and the AGO; failing to ensure that 

the organization complied with IRS and AGO filing requirements; and failing to ensure the 
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organization enacted the governance documents required by the Nonprofit Act and complied 

with them.   

148. Farah’s conduct, practices, and actions described above—and failure to act when 

he was required to—breached the fiduciary duties he owed to ThinkTechAct as a director and 

constituted multiple, separate violations of Minn. Stat. § 317A.251. 

COUNT VI 
Breach of Officer Fiduciary Duties 

Minn. Stat. § 317A.361 
(Ibrahim and Scott) 

 
149. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint. 

150. Minn. Stat. § 317A.011, subd. 15, defines “officer” as “the president, the 

treasurer, however designated, a person elected, appointed, or otherwise designated as an officer 

pursuant to § 317A.311, and a person deemed elected an officer under § 317A.321” of a 

nonprofit corporation governed by chapter 317A. 

151. Minn. Stat. § 317A.321 states that “[i]n the absence of an election or appointment 

of officers by the board or the members with voting rights, the person exercising the principal 

functions of the president or the treasurer is considered to have been elected to the office.” 

152. Minn. Stat. § 317A.361 provides that “[a]n officer shall discharge the duties of an 

office in good faith, in a manner the officer reasonably believes to be in the best interests of the 

corporation, and with the care an ordinarily prudent person in a like position would exercise 

under similar circumstances.”  See also Shepherd of the Valley Lutheran Church v. Hope 

Lutheran Church, 626 N.W.2d 436, 442 (Minn. Ct. App. 2001).  Again, good faith means acting 

honestly.  See Minn. Stat. § 317A.011, subd. 10.   

153. At all relevant times, Ibrahim was ThinkTechAct’s president, performed the 

principal functions of treasurer, and owed fiduciary duties to ThinkTechAct.  From at least June 
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3, 2021, Scott was the executive director of ThinkTechAct, and owed fiduciary duties to 

ThinkTechAct. 

154. Ibrahim breached the duty of care he owed as a ThinkTechAct officer by, among 

other things, failing to actively participate in the operation of the nonprofit; failing to ensure it 

properly maintained books and records, including board minutes; failing to protect 

ThinkTechAct’s assets; and failing to investigate and prevent the rampant misuse of nonprofit 

assets by Farah.  

155. Ibrahim breached the duty of loyalty he owed to ThinkTechAct by, among other 

things, engaging in conflicted transactions that involved ThinkTechAct’s assets without approval 

by the board of directors; failing to ensure the board had written policies to prevent conflicted 

transactions; and misusing ThinkTechAct’s charitable assets for his personal gain and benefit.  

156. Ibrahim failed to act in good faith because he failed to act with honesty in fact 

when he caused the filing of the Amended Articles, which falsely claimed that Edward Fellows 

and Khalid Adam were board members of ThinkTechAct; when he initiated financial 

transactions with ThinkTechAct’s assets that were purportedly to benefit ThinkTechAct but that 

instead personally benefited himself; and when he accepted payments through MIB from Empire 

that were purportedly for consulting services, but were actually for directing millions of dollars 

in federal child-nutrition funds to Farah’s Empire Companies.   

157. Ibrahim breached the duty of obedience he owed to ThinkTechAct by abandoning 

it.  Ibrahim failed to ensure that the organization protected its status with the IRS and the AGO; 

failed to ensure that the organization complied with IRS and AGO filing requirements; and failed 

to ensure the organization enacted the governance documents required by the Nonprofit Act and 

complied with them.   
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158. Scott breached the duty of care she owed as ThinkTechAct’s executive director 

by, among other things, failing to actively participate in the operation of the nonprofit; failing to 

ensure it properly maintained books and records, including board minutes; failing to protect 

ThinkTechAct’s assets; and failing to investigate and prevent the rampant misuse of nonprofit 

assets by Ibrahim and Farah.  

159. Scott breached the duty of loyalty she owed to ThinkTechAct by, among other 

things, engaging in conflicted transactions that involved ThinkTechAct’s assets without approval 

by the board of directors; failing to ensure the board had written policies to prevent conflicted 

transactions; and misusing ThinkTechAct’s charitable assets for her personal gain and benefit.  

This included being compensated as a “payment consultant” by Ibrahim’s for-profit MIB.   

160. Scott failed to act in good faith because she failed to act with honesty in fact when 

she caused the filing of the Amended Articles, which falsely claimed that Edward Fellows and 

Khalid Adam were board members of ThinkTechAct.   

161. Scott breached the duty of obedience she owed to ThinkTechAct by failing to 

ensure that the organization protected its status with the IRS and the AGO; failing to ensure that 

the organization complied with IRS and AGO filing requirements; and failing to ensure the 

organization enacted the governance documents required by the Nonprofit Act and complied 

with them.  This also included her filing the false and fraudulent Amended Articles with the 

MNSOS (signed under penalty of perjury). 

162. The conduct, practices, and actions of ThinkTechAct’s officers described above—

and failures to act when they were required to do so—breached the fiduciary duties they owed to 

ThinkTechAct as officers of ThinkTechAct and constituted multiple, separate violations of 

Minn. Stat. § 317A.361. 
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COUNT VII 
Breach of Trust 

(Ibrahim)  
 

163. The State re-alleges all prior paragraphs of this Complaint.  

164. Minn. Stat. § 501B.35, subd. 2, defines “charitable purpose” as “an actual or 

purported charitable, philanthropic, religious, social service, educational, eleemosynary, or other 

public use or purpose.”  

165. Minn. Stat. § 501B.35, subd. 3, defines “charitable trust” as “a fiduciary 

relationship with respect to property that arises as a result of a manifestation of an intention to 

create it, and that subjects the person by whom the property is held to equitable duties to deal 

with the property for a charitable purpose.”  

166. Minn. Stat. § 501B.35, subd. 4, defines “trustee” as “a person or group of persons 

either in an individual or a joint capacity, or a director, officer, or other agent of an association, 

foundation, trustee corporation, corporation, or other legal entity who is vested with the control 

or responsibility of administering property held for a charitable purpose.”  

167. Minn. Stat. § 501B.41, subd. 6, provides that the “failure to administer and 

manage property held for charitable purposes in accordance with law or consistent with fiduciary 

obligations constitutes a breach of trust.” 

168. The organization’s website, the Amended Articles, and other evidence expressly 

manifested that ThinkTechAct’s assets would be held for its charitable purposes.  

169. At all relevant times, Ibrahim was vested with the control and responsibility of 

administering ThinkTechAct’s property and was a charitable trustee of ThinkTechAct. 
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170. By failing to properly manage ThinkTechAct and ensure all of its assets were 

used solely to support its charitable purposes, as described above, Ibrahim breached his fiduciary 

duty of care and good faith.  

171. By misusing charitable funds for his personal benefit, as described above, Ibrahim 

breached his fiduciary duty of loyalty.  

172. Ibrahim’s conduct and actions described in this Complaint constituted multiple, 

separate violations of Minn. Stat. § 501B.41 and breaches of common-law fiduciary duties. 

RELIEF 
 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff State of Minnesota, by its Attorney General Keith Ellison, 

respectfully asks this Court to issue its order and enter judgment as follows: 

1. Declaring that the acts and omissions of ThinkTechAct, Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott 

described in this Complaint constitute multiple, separate violations of Minn. Stat. §§ 309.52, 

309.53, 309.54, 317A.201, 317A.203, 317A.251, 317A.255, 317A.361, 317A.751, 317A.811, 

and 501B.41; 

2. Dissolving ThinkTechAct and ordering other equitable relief as authorized by 

Minn. Stat. § 317A.751; 

3. Enjoining Defendants Ibrahim, Farah, Scott, and ThinkTechAct from making any 

more payments, expenditures, debits, or transfers from any of ThinkTechAct’s accounts or other 

accounts containing nonprofit assets to which ThinkTechAct assets were transferred, until a full 

accounting is performed, and controls are established for ThinkTechAct’s and Defendants’ use 

of nonprofit assets; 

4. Entering permanent injunctive relief to protect ThinkTechAct’s assets;  
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5. Permanently enjoining Defendants Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott from handling, 

managing, or overseeing any charitable funds, monies, donations, or assets; 

6. Permanently enjoining Defendants Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott from serving as 

officers or directors of any nonprofit or charitable corporation in Minnesota; 

7. Ordering repayments, disgorgement, and/or restitution of ThinkTechAct assets 

that were spent for the personal benefit of Defendants Ibrahim, Farah, and Scott; 

8. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and appropriate or 

that is allowed under Minn. Stat. chs. 8, 317A, 309, 501B, or the common law, including the 

parens patriae doctrine, and the general equitable powers of this Court, as necessary to remedy 

the harm and injury from Defendants’ acts and omissions described in this Complaint; 

9. Awarding civil penalties pursuant to Minn. Stat. §§ 8.31 and 309.57 for each 

separate violation of Minnesota law;  

10. Awarding the State its attorneys’ fees, litigation costs, and costs of investigation 

as authorized by Minn. Stat. §§ 8.31, 309.57, 317A.813, and 501B.43; and 

11. Granting such further and other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 
 
Dated: January 10, 2023  Respectfully submitted, 
 

KEITH ELLISON 
Attorney General 
State of Minnesota 
 
JAMES CANADAY 
Deputy Attorney General 
 
/s/ Rick Linsk  
RICK LINSK  
Assistant Attorney General 
Atty. Reg. No. 0388827 
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CAROL R. WASHINGTON 
Assistant Attorney General 
Atty. Reg. No. 0390976 
 
445 Minnesota Street, Suite 1200 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2130 
(651) 757-1462 (Voice) 
rick.linsk@ag.state.mn.us 
 
ATTORNEYS FOR STATE OF MINNESOTA

 
 
 

MINN. STAT. § 549.211 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

 
 The party on whose behalf the attached document is served acknowledges through its 

undersigned counsel that sanctions, including reasonable attorney fees and other expenses, may 

be awarded to the opposite party or parties pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 549.211 (2022). 

Dated: _January 10, 2023______    _/s/ Rick Linsk __________ 
   RICK LINSK 
   Assistant Attorney General 

 
 
 
 
 
|#5353765-v3 




